3Morris Greenberg, ' Moreover, if asbestos was not seen as uniquely dangerous, why did the 1931 Regulations require that even for some ancillary jobs more than eight hours' exposure to asbestos in a week was sufficient to bring workers within the scope of the dust control and medical scheme?24And, if it was so unexceptional, why were the regulations enacted so swiftly after the Merewether and Price report, as against the delays in dealing with the causes of other occupational diseases? The wider context must include consideration of the complete failure by government for many years thereafter to tackle the dangers associated with asbestos spraying, first identified by Donald Hunter in the early 1930s, as well as the industrial and military demand for asbestos as a cheap and effective insulation material. It is also entirely erroneous to suggest, as Bartrip manifold deficiencies, set out a series of legal requirements to prevent "the escape of asbestos dust into the air of any room in which persons work". It is the authors' contention that it was industry's failure to meet those rules which has been the source of its problems rather than, as Bartrip claims, the work of scholars who have allegedly exaggerated the asbestos hazard retrospectively with "beguiling hindsight".
